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DOCKET 7310 No. 09/037,801 

Assigned to Examiners NUZZOLILLO and ALEJANDRO 



Filed 3/10/98 

Restriction 9/9/99 

Office Action 1 1/24/99 

Petition 12/9/99 

Office Action 2/23/00 

Amendment 3/7/00 
& Peel. 

Interview 5/3/00 

Supplemental 5/5/00 
Amendment 

Office Action 5/17/00 

Amendment 8/15/00 
& Peel. 

Office Action 10/20/00 

After Final 12/15/00 
Amendment & Decl. 

Interview 12/18/00 

Interview 12/19/00 
Summary 

Advisory 12/26/00 

C.P.A. 1/11/01 

Office Action 2/20/01 

Pivision 7/28/01 



Twenty Three way restriction of Claims 1-102. 

Elected Claims 33-40 rejected by Examiner Alejandro under § 103(a) 
Hockaday 5,759,712 in view of Hockaday 5,631,099. 

Petition to vacate restriction 

Petition to vacate restriction granted Five way restriction made. 
Elected Claims 10-43, 51-54, 89-92 and 94-97 rejected by Examiner 
Alejandro under § 103(a) Hockaday 5,759,712 in view of Hockaday 
5,631,099. 

Amendment Elected Claims and argument 
Peclaration of Dr. LaFollette 

Interview. Hockaday 5,759,712 removed by Examiner Nuzzolillo because it 
concerns a fuel cell, not a battery. 

Two Claims amended. 



Office Action. Hockaday references dropped. Claims 10-43, 51-54, 89-92 
and 94-97 rejected by Examiner Alejandro under § 103(a) on Arledge 
5,437,941 

Amendment. Non-elected Claims 1-9, 44-50, 55-88, 93 and 98-107 
cancelled without prejudice. Some elected Claims amended. Claims 103-109 
added. 

Second Declaration of Dr. LaFollette. 

Final Office Action. Claims 10-43, 51-54, 89-92, 94-97 and 103-109 
rejected by Examiner Alejandro under § 103(a) on Arledge 5,437,941. 

Amendment. Amended some Claims. 
Third Declaration of Dr. LaFollette. 

Interview promising re-evaluation of rejection. 

Applicants' Summary of Interview/ Request Final be withdrawn. 



Advisory refusing to re -evaluate rejection and refusing to enter Amendment 

of 12/15/00. 

Continued Prosecution Application filed. 

Office Action. Claims 10-12, 15-43, 51-54, 89-92 and 103-109 rejected by 
Examiner Alejandro under § 103(a) on Arledge 5,437,941 
Claims 10-12, 15-43, 51-54, 89-92,94-97 and 103-109 rejected § 103(a) on 
ShoKoolie 5,140,696. 

Non-elected claims 1-9, 44-50, 55-88, 93 and 98-102 of S.N. 09/037,801 
(Docket 7310) placed in a divisional application (S.N. 09/627,959-Docket 
7310.D1). 



Continuation 



8/14/01 



Elected Claims placed in a continuation application (S.N. 
09/930,539-Docket 7310.C) of S.N. 09/037,801 (Docket 7310). 



DOCKET 7310.C S.N. 09/930.539 



Examiner ALEJANDRO 



Application Filed 8/14/01 



Declaration 

Amendment 

Petition 

Petition Granted 
Office Action 



12/11/02 

12/13/02 

4/08/04 

5/18/04 

6/04/04 



Election 



Office Action 



6/02/04 



8/05/04 



The elected Claims of S.N. 09/037,801 placed in this 
continuation. 

3/7/00, 8/14/00, 12/15/00 Declaration of Dr. LaFollette filed. 

Declaration of Dr. LaFollette filed. 

Amendment before First Action. 

Petition to Make Special. 

Petition to Make Special granted. 

Restriction 1 Species Requirement even though in parent 
S.N. 09/930,539 it was determined by the Examiner and the 
Applicant that Claims 10-43, 51-54, 89-92, 94-97 and 103- 
109 constituted one invention and after almost three years of 
additional pendency (6 years all together), the Examiner 
imposed a contradictory restriction/species election 
requirement, leaving only Claims 21-40 as elected Claims 
(20 of 49 Claims)- roughly 40% of the Claims elected and 
examined in S.N. 09/037,801. 

Response to Restriction/Species electing Claims 21-40. 

Claims 21-31, 33-36 and 38-40 rejected on Bates 5,455,126. 
Claims 26-28, 32 and 37 rejected under § 103(a) on Bates 
and Miekka 6,045,942. 

After six years of prosecution, about 60% of the elected 
Claims in parent S.N. 09/037,781 are no longer elected 
because of an arbitrary restriction and the Examiner has 
capitulated to the position of the Applicant's as to the four 
references relied upon in parent S.N. 09/037,781, but now 
relies for the first time in six years on two new references. 



